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1:  The preferred alternative in this FEIS is derived from the Seven States proposal.  Reclamation did not structure the preferred alternative precisely as described in that draft proposal, but made some changes for consistency with Reclamation policy and operational procedures.








2:  The Department notes that CAWCD did not "fell the EIS process was necessary or helpful".  The Secretary has determined that development and implementation of interim surplus criteria is a discretionary federal action that may have significant impacts on the environment, thus is subject to NEPA process through the preparation of an EIS.  The EIS analyzes the potential impacts to resources and forms the technical basis for the Secretary to make an informed decision in the Record of Decision of which alternative best meets the purpose and need for the proposed action and what impacts are expected.
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3:  Comment noted.









4:  The 70R strategy was used as the baseline in the FEIS.  The Basin States alternative in this FEIS is derived from the Seven States proposal.



5:  The Secretary intends to appropriately report the accumulated volume of water delivered to MWD under surplus conditions. The Secretary intends to honor forebearance arrangements made by various parties for reparations of future shortage conditions.

6:  Comment noted.



7:   There are no established shortage criteria for the operation of Lake Mead. Further, the development and evaluation of interim surplus criteria under this FEIS is not intended to establish shortage criteria for the operation of Lake Mead.  However, it was necessary to include some shortage criteria in the model simulations to address concerns related to low Lake Mead water levels.  The selected Lake Mead level protection assumptions were applied to the model to facilitate the evaluation of the baseline conditions and surplus alternatives. 



8: As discussed in the purpose and need, the purpose is to provide "a greater degree of predictability" of when surplus water is, or is not, available.  Reclamation agrees that some of the interim surplus criteria alternatives would facilitate California's reduction of its water use to 4.4 maf.  However, this is not the primary purpose.  As noted in Section 2.3, the interim surplus criteria would terminate at the end of the 15-year period.  In the absence of subsequently specified criteria, surplus determinations would be made as is currently done, as part of the AOP process.  Section 1.4.1 discusses the termination of the interim surplus criteria prior to the end of 15 years.




